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Sir: 

a.) Introductory Comments: 

In response to the Office Action dated February 17, 
2004, applicant provisionally elects the embodiment of Figures 
1-7 and claims 1-6. However, the requirement for the two 
elections is respectfully traversed. 

In support of the traverse it is submitted that 
Figures 8 and 9 are in many ways the same as Figures 1-7 
inasmuch as the indexing apertures appear only on the edges of 
the tray. Further, it is not understood why Figures 14 et sec 
are not included with Figures 10-13 inasmuch as all of these 
figures appear to show trays with cells located outwardly of 
the indexing apertures . 
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It is believed that the requirements for election 
should be reconsidered and withdrawn because the nursery tray, 
as claimed, and the method of forming such nursery tray, as 
claimed, are so similar to one another that the examination of 
either group of claims necessarily requires the examination of 
the art associated with the other set of claims. Further, 
since the basis for election must take into account the 
product and method, as claimed, it is clear from the 
examiner's example that the product and method, as claimed, 
have not been considered in the manner required. With further 
reference to the examiner's example it is not apparent to 
applicant how the tray as claimed in claims 1-6 could be 
produced by the method described by the examiner. On the 
contrary it is believed that the process described by the 
examiner probably would be inoperable. 

The elected claims readable on the elected species 
are claims 1, 3, 4, 5, and 6. 

It is believed this application now is in condition 
for an action on its merits. Such action is requested. 



